


of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…
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guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg
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-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
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-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”
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-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…
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-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”





































































From: The Washington Post
To:
Subject: The Daily 202: The Supreme Court will be a focus of tonight’s presidential debate
Date: Wednesday, October 19, 2016 9:50:06 AM

 
If you're having trouble reading this, click here.

The Daily 202

  Share on Twitter   Share on Facebook

The Supreme Court will be a focus of tonight’s

 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)





With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”













































































































From: The Washington Post
To:
Subject: The Daily 202: The Supreme Court will be a focus of tonight’s presidential debate
Date: Wednesday, October 19, 2016 9:53:29 AM

 
If you're having trouble reading this, click here.

The Daily 202

  Share on Twitter   Share on Facebook

The Supreme Court will be a focus of tonight’s

 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)





With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”













































































































From: The Washington Post
To:
Subject: e a focus of tonight’s presidential debate
Date: Wednesday, October 19, 2016 9:48:30 AM

 
If you're having trouble reading this, click here.

The Daily 202

  Share on Twitter   Share on Facebook

The Supreme Court will be a focus of tonight’s

 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)





With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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----------------------------------------------------------------------
Not yet a Virginia Citizens Defense League member? Join VCDL at: http://www.vcdl.org/join-VCDL
----------------------------------------------------------------------
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----------------------------------------------------------------------
VA-ALERT archives: http://www.listbox.com/member/archive/727/=now
----------------------------------------------------------------------

** Thanks to EM Brandy Polanowski and member Jason Wise for their help compiling this update **

1. Elections are only one week away
2. Only one person per gun show is bothering with new voluntary background checks
3. Prosecutors who brought case that was overturned by the Virginia Supreme Court
4. Reminder about Charlottesville City Council's anti-freedom vote
5. "No guns" sign on Virginia Veterans Cemeteries
6. Georgia reciprocity update
7. Fairfax county man shot with his own gun by a home intruder, police say     
8. What do you mean I can't keep my guns? State law on protective orders
9. State police investigating accidental gun discharge by officer near Troutville
10. Roanoke County mother seeks answers following son's suicide
11. [KS] Gun-control supporter steals concealed carrier's gun, shoots him
12. Americans fear gun control, Obamacare, tornadoes more than mass shootings
13. Alec Baldwin, Michael Douglas line up to support 'anti-NRA' film
14. Clinton campaign discards shootings that do not further gun control agenda
15. PR firm seeks clarification on Hillary's support of 25% gun tax
16. Gun-control fanatic robbed at gunpoint now has heavily armed security

**************************************************
1. Elections are only one week away
**************************************************

November 8th is perhaps the most important election, certainly in my lifetime.  Gun owners need to get to the polls,
no excuses.

Of considerable concern is that the next President will choose from one to three Supreme Court Justices.  Before
Scalia died, many votes were 5 to 4, including the Heller and McDonald cases.  Currently the votes are pretty much
tied, which is not good for gun owners generally.  The replacement for Scalia, and any others who might retire in the
next four years, could change everything.

A look at the candidates:

Hillary Clinton (D)

Clinton is running on a gun-control platform, including Universal Background Checks, "assault weapon" ban,
larger-capacity magazine ban, and more. She has indicated that she can do some of it using Executive Orders.
(https://www.hillaryclinton.com/issues/gun-violence-prevention/)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



Clinton has not returned the VCDL Survey.

This just came in - Union leaders told by a Democrat operative that it's alright to lie to their members about gun
control:

http://thegunfeed.com/video-dem-pollster-thanks-union-leaders-lying-women-voters-gun-control/

Donald Trump (R)

Trump has said he would fully support national CHP reciprocity, is a CHP holder, strong on self-defense, considers
"assault weapons," "military-style weapons," and "high-capacity magazines" terms meant to confuse people,
opposes "gun-free-zones," and wants to appoint strong Constitutionalists to the Supreme Court.  Trump supports the
NRA position of using the Terrorist Watchlist to prohibit gun sales, as long as it only delays a sale 3 days and the
person is removed if he or she is on the list erroneously (VCDL opposes any use of watchlists to deny someone their
Second Amendment rights). (https://www.donaldjtrump.com/policies/constitution-and-second-amendmentt)

Trump returned the VCDL Survey "very pro-gun."

Gary Johnson (L)

Opposes "assault weapon" bans, opposes use of Terror Watchlist to deny purchases, opposes "gun-free-zones,"
supports CHPs.  He is not a gun owner. (http://www.ontheissues.org/2016/Gary_Johnson_Gun_Control.htm)

Johnson returned the VCDL Survey "very pro-gun."

Jill Stein (G)

Wants stricter background checks, psychological testing and training. (https://www.isidewith.com/candidate-
guide/jill-stein/domestic-policy/gun-control)

Stein has not returned the VCDL Survey.

Evan McMullin (I)

McMullin supports national CHP reciprocity, reform of the BATFE.  McMullin supports the NRA position of using
the Terrorist Watchlist to prohibit gun sales, as long as it only delays a sale 3 days and the person is removed if he or
she is on the list erroneously (VCDL opposes any use of watchlists to deny someone their Second Amendment
rights).  (https://www.evanmcmullin.com/second_amendment)

McMullin has not returned the VCDL Survey.

**************************************************
2. Only one person per gun show is bothering with new voluntary background checks
**************************************************

According to the estimates given in this article by a senior supervisor in the Virginia Firearms Transaction Center,
between 2% and 3% of sales at a gun show are private sales.  I find those numbers believable, based on my own
observations.  Yet, gun controllers think we need to urgently control private sales, citing such ridiculously inflated
numbers as 40% for private sales!

If lying through your teeth was an Olympic sport, the gun grabbers would all have a massive collection of gold
medals.



The cost to have the state police running these voluntary background checks is too much for so very few checks. 
Looks like we need to repeal the voluntary background check law and use the money to perhaps eliminate the cost to
gun buyers for FFL background checks, which are done for the supposed good of the public and should be paid for
by the state anyway.

I am quoted in the article.

http://www.richmond.com/news/virginia/article_d278cf47-099f-52e1-bcf9-f73d4b4bdadd.html

or

http://tinyurl.com/j7epuza

Only 21 voluntary background checks performed on private gun sales so far at 23 Va. gun shows
By MARK BOWES

Fewer than two dozen private sellers of firearms have requested voluntary background checks be conducted on their
customers at 23 gun shows in Virginia since a law took effect in July that Gov. Terry McAuliffe hailed as part of a
historic, bipartisan gun safety deal.

At gun shows across the state from July 9 to Oct. 23, 21 private sellers opted for the checks.

None of those checks resulted in a transaction being denied because the buyer was a person prohibited from buying
a firearm, such as a felon, a person convicted of domestic violence, or someone who had been committed
involuntarily to a mental health facility, according to data from the Virginia Firearms Transaction Center, operated
by Virginia State Police.

By comparison, 12,606 mandatory background checks were performed by federally licensed firearms dealers at the
23 shows, and 110 of those people were denied the purchase of a weapon, the transaction center said.

Despite the low number of voluntary checks, Virginia Public Safety Secretary Brian J. Moran said in a statement
that he was “encouraged by the results and will continue to remain steadfast in educating Virginians on the
importance of this law.”

But leaders on both sides of the gun control debate said they were not surprised by the small numbers and have been
left unimpressed by the measure.

“The vast majority of gun owners have no interest in background checks for private sales, including both voluntary,
as we currently have in Virginia, and ‘involuntary universal background checks,’” said Philip Van Cleave, president
of the Virginia Citizens Defense League, one of Virginia’s largest gun rights groups.

“This experiment with voluntary background checks proves the point,” he said.

“It also shows a statistic used by gun control groups — that 90 percent of people want such background checks — to
be pure baloney,” Van Cleave added.

“The minuscule number of voluntary background checks since July indicates to me that the General Assembly needs
to take this law off the books and use the money to go after violent criminals on our streets instead.”

Andrew Goddard, legislative director for the Virginia Center for Public Safety, a gun control group, also was
disappointed in the numbers but for different reasons.

He said he’s not surprised the numbers are so low, because the only people who likely are agreeable to such checks
are private sellers who are conscientious enough to be concerned about selling a gun to someone who is not legally
allowed to possess one.  [PVC:  So Goddard's implication here is that most gun owners are not conscientious and
would be happy to sell to a criminal.  Wow.]



“The fact that there have been no denials, in this small sample of sales, is also something that would be expected,
since the buyer has obviously agreed to be checked, which would self-select people with clean backgrounds,”
Goddard said.

“It will only be when these checks are mandatory, or take place on a large scale, that we are likely to see denials.
Voluntary compliance is not the way to effectively stop sales between private seller and ineligible buyers.”

Goddard said the only “good news” that can be gleaned from the data is that voluntary checks have not infringed on
anyone’s Second Amendment rights, nor have they shut down the activity of private sellers at gun shows — “both
doomsday predictions of those who opposed even this baby step in legislation.”  [PVC:  Voluntary background
checks were not opposed because of the threat of stopping private gun sales or that it was damaging to the Second
Amendment.  It was opposed by many for fear that this would be a "baby step," as Goddard alludes to, on the road
to Universal Background Checks.]

***

Gun show customers can purchase firearms one of two ways: from a federally licensed firearms dealer who also
may have a store but brings weapons for sale at the gun shows and is required to perform background checks on
buyers; or from a private seller, someone who has a personal collection of firearms they wish to sell.

The latter can sell his or her firearms without a license or background check, and there is no limit to the number of
personal weapons they can sell.  [PVC:  That is NOT really true. If a person sells guns regularly, especially a lot of
guns, and is doing so to earn a living or part of a living, that is a federal crime.]

Of the 23 gun shows since July 1, more than half, or 12, had no voluntary background checks conducted between
private parties.

The largest number of voluntary checks occurred at the Chantilly Dulles Expo Center, with five conducted July 29-
31 and three conducted Sept. 30-Oct. 2. Three also were conducted July 9-10 at the Richmond Raceway Complex
gun show in Henrico County, statistics show.

Mike Matthews, senior supervisor in the Virginia Firearms Transaction Center, said he has noticed what appears to
be a developing trend: The large majority of the voluntary checks being conducted are occurring in the state’s
Northern Virginia and Hampton Roads regions.

The high percentage can be attributed partly to the larger volume of gun shows held in those regions, but Matthews
believes that private sellers in such places as the Roanoke-Salem area, Hillsville, Fishersville and Augusta County
are “not as worried about the person they’re selling their firearm to.”

“It just appears that way to me,” Matthews said.

However, “there does seem to be some people that are really interested in (having the checks done),” Matthews said.
Fifteen of the 21 checks were performed in the Northern Virginia localities of Chantilly, Dale City and Prince
William County and in the Hampton Roads cities of Hampton and Virginia Beach.

Only four voluntary checks have been performed at three gun shows in central Virginia.

***

The Virginia Firearm Transaction Center technicians who perform the gun show checks have estimated that the
majority of private sellers using the service are 50 to 65 years old, Matthews said, while most of the buyers are in
their late 20s or early 30s.

For whatever reason, it also appears that fewer private gun owners are selling their firearms at gun shows than were
doing so two years ago, Matthews said.



“You don’t see the sellers walking around with the big sign that says, ‘For sale, $300 cash,’ like you used to,”
Matthews said. “It used to be that you couldn’t walk down the aisle without running into somebody that was selling
a gun. And now, not so much.”

Matthews said some private sellers may have been “scared off” when President Barack Obama announced a series
of gun control measures in January that were to be implemented by executive order.

One would require anyone who is “engaged in the business” of selling firearms to obtain a federal license and
conduct background checks, regardless of where the guns are sold.  [PVC:  That really wasn't anything new.]

But Obama’s order did not specify a definitive threshold number of firearms that triggers the license requirement;
U.S. Attorney General Loretta Lynch has been quoted in news accounts that it could be as few as one or two,
depending on the circumstances under which the person sells the gun.

“I don’t know if that scared people off,” Matthews said. “It’s possible — to just have the threat of a federal charge
placed against you because you’re trying to sell your firearms.”

Matthews said the percentage of private firearms sales at gun shows is smaller than many people might think.

He estimated that perhaps 15 to 20 private sales occur on average at a weekend gun show over two days out of 600
to 800 total transactions — the great majority of which are conducted by licensed dealers who are required to
perform background checks.

“This is just an estimate of me walking around the show and what I see,” Matthews said. “I don’t think the number
is as big as people make it out to be.”

Matthews said he saw only three private sellers at last weekend’s gun show at Caroline County’s Meadow Event
Park.

He said more private sellers may opt for voluntary background checks as the law becomes more familiar. That’s
what happened when the firearms transaction center began offering a service at gun shows to check whether
firearms being sold by private sellers had been reported lost or stolen, he said.

“The first couple of months, it was hardly anything,” Matthews said. “Then all of a sudden it caught on and word
got out, and more and more dealers were realizing, hey, we need to start doing this. So I think (the voluntary checks)
is something that will probably grow.”

“Will it grow leaps and bounds to where we’re looking at 50 or 60 a month?” he added. “That’s going to be a ways
down” the road.

**************************************************
3. Prosecutors who brought case that was overturned by the Virginia Supreme Court
**************************************************

In the VCDL Mini-Update on 10/28/16, item #3 "Virginia Supreme Court rules on a self-defense case", the question
is why would a prosecutor bring a case against an individual who was so clearly protected by Virginia's self-defense
Common law?

It's mind blowing, but member Jim Wilmoth points out that these are the attorneys that were involved in bringing
this terrible injustice against Mr. Hines, the defendant:

Brent A. Johnson, Norfolk Commonwealth Attorney
Leah Ann Darron, Assistant Virginia Attorney General
Mark Herring, Virginia Attorney General



**************************************************
4. Reminder about Charlottesville City Council's anti-freedom vote
**************************************************

After the Roanoke City Council voted unanimously to ask the General Assembly for more gun control, member
Chris McLean reminded me that all but one of the Charlottesville City Council voted for Congress to implement a
so-called "assault weapon" ban and to support "common sense gun reform" (Councilwoman Glavin didn't vote).

**************************************************
5. "No guns" sign on Virginia Veterans Cemeteries
**************************************************

VCDL EM Dave Hicks had discovered a state-agency "No Guns" sign at the Virginia Veterans Cemetery in Dublin,
VA.  He contacted the Virginia Department of Veterans Services and pointed out that there are no offices on the
cemetery grounds, and thus didn't fall under McAuliffe's state-agency gun ban.  They agreed and the sign was
pulled.

But there are two other such cemeteries:  one in Amelia and the other in Suffolk.

Member Bobby Stanley contacted me about the Amelia cemetery and said they still have the "no guns" sign there. 
He wrote me, "It's sad to think that our veteran's (my wife is buried there) did all they did to protect the Constitution
and our freedoms and a politician decides to take that away arbitrarily."

I have a call into the Virginia Department of Veterans Services and will advise when we get this resolved. 

I will remind everyone with a CHP that as far as the state-agency gun ban is concerned, carrying concealed past
such a sign is NOT a crime.  If the gun is noticed (shame on you) and you are asked to remove the gun from the
building, then you must do so or you could be charged with trespass.

**************************************************
6. Georgia reciprocity update
**************************************************

I am still in communication with my counterpart in Georgia Carry on the issue of Georgia not honoring Virginia
CHPs.  There are several avenues we are investigating to getting this fixed.  I will advise if anything changes. 

In the meantime, Georgia does honor non-resident Utah and Florida CHPs.

**************************************************
7. Fairfax county man shot with his own gun by a home intruder, police say
**************************************************

If you are at home during a home invasion and can safely do so, go to a "safe room," lock the door, have your gun at
the ready, and call 911.

If you must confront the intruder (to be avoided if at all possible):

1. Remember the gun allows you to project force AT A DISTANCE.  Do NOT get any closer to the criminal than
you have to
2. Be prepared that the criminal may NOT comply with your orders, even though you have him at gunpoint.  This is
a dangerous situation and you may have to shoot him if he decides to attack.  Keep your distance!
3. If the criminal is complying, get him to lay face down with his hands out to the side facing away from you.  In
that position he is slowed down should he try to get on his feet or should he reach for a weapon.  He also can't see
you easily.  Again, keep your distance!



4. When the police arrive, it is best to holster the gun so it is not in your hands when they come into the room. 
Comply calmly with all commands, even though it is your house and you are the good guy.  The police will quickly
sort it out

http://tinyurl.com/j8wmk3j

or

https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/public-safety/fairfax-county-man-shot-with-his-own-gun-by-a-home-
intruder-police-say/2016/10/16/20d2e482-93ac-11e6-bc79-af1cd3d2984b_story html

"Fairfax county man shot with his own gun by a home intruder, police say"
by Julie Zauzmer October 16th, 2016

A Fairfax County man found an intruder in his apartment and tried to confront the intruder with a gun — and ended
up being shot with his own weapon.

The man, a 27-year-old resident of the Baileys Crossroads area, awoke around 1:52 a.m. when he heard someone in
his apartment, Tawny Wright, a Fairfax County Police spokeswoman said.

The resident grabbed his gun and confronted the intruder, whom he later described to police as a six-foot-tall white
man with a large nose. Then the two men started fighting. The intruder got ahold of the gun.

Wright said that neither police nor the victim are quite sure what happened next. Maybe the intruder shot the
resident on purpose. Maybe the gun went off accidentally while the men were wrestling for it.

It fired twice, striking the resident in the abdomen both times.

The intruder fled, leaving the gun behind. The shooting victim staggered down the hallway of his apartment building
in the 3500 block of South George Mason Drive, banging on his neighbors’ doors and shouting for help.

No one came out of their apartments to help the wounded man in the middle of the night, Wright said. But someone
called 9-1-1 to report that someone was banging on residents’ doors. The police found the gunshot victim in the
hallway.

Wright said that the victim’s injuries aren’t life-threatening, and he is hospitalized in stable condition.

About 20 minutes after the shooting in the apartment, a man left a restaurant about a block away and fired shots into
the air outside. He and two other men then sped off in a car.

At first, Wright said, police wondered if the gunshots outside the restaurant were related, but detectives have
concluded that the two incidents were not connected. They have not found either the shooter in the apartment or the
shooter outside the bar.

They’re still searching for both suspects, Wright said. And they’re trying to determine how the intruder got inside
the 27-year-old’s apartment, and whether he selected it at random or for any particular purpose.

**************************************************
8. What do you mean I can't keep my guns? State law on protective orders
**************************************************

Thanks to member Walter Jackson for sharing this:

http://tinyurl.com/hduqj4e



or

https://www.uslawshield.com/virginia-what-do-you-mean-i-cant-keep-my-guns-state-law-on-protective-orders/

"What do you mean I can't keep my guns?" State law on protective orders.
by US Law Shield of VA Independant Program Attorneys Riley & Wells

One question that our Virginia members often ask our independent program attorneys is what happens to a person’s
gun rights if a protective order is issued.

We turned to U.S. Law Shield of Virginia Independent Program Attorneys Riley & Wells for an explanation of the
law.

Here is what they had to say:

  The answer will depend on what type of protective order is entered, and whether the gun rights are affected under
federal law or Virginia law. Some jurisdictions call a protective order a restraining order.

Gun restrictions under Virginia law

Va. Code § 18.2-308.1:4(B) states that it is unlawful for any person to knowingly possess any firearm while a family
abuse “final” or “permanent” protective order is in effect. This is a felony offense punishable by up to 5 years in
prison and a $2500 fine. An exception allows for possession of the firearm for up to 24 hours after such protective
order is served for purposes of transferring any firearm to a person who can legally possess firearms.

Va. Code § 18.2-308.1:4(A) makes it illegal to purchase or transport any firearm while an emergency protective
order, preliminary protective order, protective order and family related protective orders are in effect. This includes
orders issued pursuant to Va.

Code § 20-103(B) involving reasonable apprehension of physical harm in divorce, visitation & custody cases; orders
entered pursuant to Va. Code § 18.2-60.3 involving stalking; preliminary protective orders entered pursuant to Va.
Code § 16.1-253 (F) involving abuse or neglect of a child; and substantially similar orders issued from other states.
A violation of this section is a misdemeanor offense punishable by up to 12 months in jail and a $2500 fine.

Additionally, any protective order will disqualify an individual from obtaining a concealed handgun permit (Va.
Code § 18.2-308.09) and shall also prohibit one from carrying any concealed firearm with a previously issued
permit. A previously issued concealed handgun permit shall be surrendered to the court entering the order for the
duration of any protective order.

Gun restrictions under federal law

Persons subject to a qualifying protection order under federal law are generally prohibited from transporting,
shipping, possessing or receiving any firearms or ammunition according to 18 U.S.C. § 922 (g)(8). A violation can
trigger imprisonment of up to 10 years. 18 U.S.C. § 924 (2)(2).

What Should You Do If You Have Firearms and Receive a Protective Order?

In the event you are served with any type of protective order, we recommend a two-step process. First, you should
make sure that you comply with applicable laws by neither attempting to purchase, transport nor carry a firearm
until you are able to obtain legal counsel. Second, you should meet with an attorney who can advise you as to what
specific steps should be taken to ensure you are in compliance with the applicable law. You should discuss all your
options, including contesting and/or appealing the issuance of any protective order.

Protective orders are serious and must not be taken lightly. A violation can result in a felony conviction and
incarceration.



What exactly is a protective order?

In Virginia, a protective order is a legal document issued by a judge or magistrate to protect the health and safety of
a person who is alleged to be a victim of any act involving violence, force or threat that results in bodily injury or
places that person in fear of death, sexual assault or bodily injury.

In Virginia, there are 3 primary types of protective orders:

  1. Emergency Protective Order (EPO):
Any judge or magistrate may issue an emergency protective order to protect the health or safety of any person when
there is evidence of probable danger involving an act of violence, force, or threat or an arrest warrant has been
issued for any criminal offense resulting from the commission of an act of violence, force, or threat. An emergency
protective order shall expire at 11:59 p.m. on the third day following issuance. If the expiration occurs on a day that
the court is not in session, then the emergency protective order shall be extended until 11:59 p m. on the next day
that the court is in session. Va. Code § 19.2-152.8; Va. Code § 16.1-253.4

  2. Preliminary Protective Order (PPO):
A preliminary protective order may be ordered by a court against an alleged perpetrator to protect the health and
safety of the petitioner or any family or household member of the petitioner. The preliminary protective order is
effective upon personal service on the alleged perpetrator and shall specify a date for a full hearing. The preliminary
protective order shall remain in effect until the full hearing. Va. Code § 19.2-152.9; Va. Code § 16.1-253.1; Va.
Code § 16.1-253; Va. Code § 20-103(B)

  3. Protective Order:
A court may issue a protective order if the court finds that the petitioner is or has been, within a reasonable period of
time, subjected to an act of violence, force, or threat by a preponderance of the evidence. These are sometimes
referred to as “final” or “permanent” protective orders. They are only issued after a full hearing where both parties
can present evidence and argument. The maximum period of time for a protective order is 2 years, but such
protective orders can be extended. Va. Code § 19.2-152.10. In cases of family abuse, the court may issue a
protective order to protect the health and safety of the petitioner and family or household members of the petitioner.
Va. Code § 16.1-279.1

According to federal law, a qualifying protection order may be issued by a criminal court or a civil court, such as
divorce court, family court, magistrate or general jurisdiction court that restrains a person from harassing, stalking,
or threatening an intimate partner or a child of an intimate partner. There are four components to a qualifying
protective order according to federal law. 18 U.S.C. § 922 (g)(8)

      1. Hearing: The defendant/respondent received actual notice of the hearing and had an opportunity to participate.
A Virginia EPO would not be considered a qualifying protective order under federal law because the
defendant/respondent is not permitted to participate in the proceeding.

      2. Intimate Partner: The petitioner is an intimate partner of the defendant/respondent. [NOTE: According to
Virginia law, an intimate partner relationship is not required for a protective order to be issued.] An intimate partner
may include:

      • a spouse or former spouse of the defendant/respondent
      • a person who cohabitates or who has cohabitated with the defendant/respondent
      • a person with whom the defendant/respondent has or had a child in common

      3. Restrains Future Conduct:

      • The order restrains the defendant/respondent from harassing, stalking, or threatening the intimate partner, child
of the defendant/respondent, or child of the defendant/respondent’s intimate partner, OR
      • The order restrains defendant/respondent from engaging in other conduct that would place the intimate partner
in reasonable fear of bodily injury to the partner or child.



      4. Credible Threat or Physical Force:

      • The order includes a finding that defendant/respondent is a credible threat to the physical safety of the intimate
partner or child, OR
      • The order, by its terms, explicitly prohibits the use, attempted use, or threatened use of physical force against
the intimate partner or child that would reasonably be expected to cause bodily injury.

NOTE 1: A simple “no contact” order that is often issued by courts for various reasons would not be classified as
protective order under federal law because they do not include a finding that the defendant/respondent is a credible
threat to the alleged petitioner’s physical safety

NOTE 2: The federal law prohibiting someone from having a firearm or ammunition while there is an order of
protection against him/her may not apply to law enforcement officials, military personnel, and other government
employees who were issued guns and use them while performing official duties. 18 U.S.C. § 925

**************************************************
9. State police investigating accidental gun discharge by officer near Troutville
**************************************************

Keep your finger off the trigger unless you are ready to discharge the firearm. 

Since the officer needed both hands to do the handcuffing, he probably should have just holstered his firearm before
handcuffing the suspect (assuming the story is accurate as to what the officer was doing when the gun discharged). 
Sometimes when clenching one hand hard, there is a subconscious response to clench the other hand, too.

Thanks to member Jack Doyle for sharing this:

http://tinyurl.com/zxdzd8l

or

http://www.roanoke.com/news/local/botetourt_county/state-police-investigating-accidental-gun-discharge-by-
officer-near-troutville/article_3c9a6a59-35f2-5a2c-a14a-7aead67dd2c5.html

"State police investigating acciddental gun discharge by officer near Troutville"
by Amy Friedenberger and Tiffany Stevens October 18, 2016

A Michigan trucker said a bullet accidentally discharged from a state trooper’s weapon landed “inches from [his]
head” Monday afternoon near Troutville as authorities investigated an abduction report.

John Leisenring, 54, said Tuesday the shot hit the sidewalk near where he lay as the trooper tucked the trucker’s
right arm behind his back.

One shot was fired, and no one was hurt, state police spokeswoman Corinne Geller said Tuesday. The agency is
conducting an internal administrative review into the incident, she said. She did not say where the bullet struck.

State police declined to identify the trooper or the level of training that trooper has received.

Leisenring said state police stopped him at the weigh station on Interstate 81 at mile marker 149 after police
received a report Monday morning from Michigan about the possible abduction of a woman by a man driving a
tractor-trailer.

Police determined that Leisenring and the woman with him knew each other and that she went with him voluntarily,
state police spokesman Sgt. Rick Garletts said. The investigation was concluded, he said.



“Had they done due diligence in their job, they would have known she was as free as a barnyard cat,” Leisenring
said in an emailed statement.

The trooper ordered Leisenring out of his truck and onto the ground, the trucker said. He said he responded “right
away with no hesitation.”

Ramona Huffman, the Michigan woman with Leisenring, said that when she heard the gunshot, she thought her
companion had been shot.

“I had seen him get up and open the door and heard officers yelling at him,” Huffman said. “The next thing I knew, I
heard a gun go off.”

Huffman said her daughter in Michigan reported her missing to law enforcement in that state. But, Huffman said,
she went with Leisenring willingly.

“She just didn’t know exactly where I was and was trying to figure out where I was,” Huffman said .

Huffman said an officer on Monday showed her a picture of her and Leisenring taken earlier that day outside a truck
stop about 60 miles from the weigh station. Huffman said the officer told her state police had been monitoring them
for some time.

The picture showed Huffman and Leisenring talking outside his truck. Huffman did not recall what they were
discussing.

“I was probably laughing at something he said because I was looking at him and smiling,” Huffman said.

Leisenring said state police still have both his phone and Huffman’s. He said he has been unable to reach anyone
Tuesday to determine why the phones are being held or when they will be returned.

“If the investigation was completed at the weigh station, why did they take our cellphones?” Leisenring said.

Geller said Tuesday afternoon that the phones were seized to assist Michigan authorities, “who are still investigating
the initial report of a reported abduction.”

“Because this female had been reported as missing and possibly abducted by Michigan law enforcement, our
troopers took the necessary precautions when approaching the suspect vehicle and driver for their safety,” Geller
said when asked why authorities did not approach Leisenring and Huffman earlier.

Geller did not say when Leisenring and Huffman’s phones might be returned.

A state police news release issued Monday did not disclose that a weapon had been discharged.

Leisenring declined to identify the company for which he was driving.

**************************************************
10. Roanoke County mother seeks answers following son's suicide
**************************************************

Japan has a far higher suicide rate than the U.S., but virtually none of the suicides are performed with a firearm. 
Jumping off buildings and bridges, stepping in front of trains or other speeding vehicles, overdosing, hanging, and
stabbing/cutting, are popular in other countries.  All have the same, sad, net effect.

Thanks to member Bruce Wittmeier for sharing this:

If they try to protect everyone from anything that could be used for suicide I think we will all be in padded cells.



http://tinyurl.com/h48qonl

or

http://www.roanoke.com/news/local/roanoke-county-mother-seeks-answers-following-son-s-
suicide/article_0268ba1f-67bd-5e02-aaca-4e01bcd937ef.html

Roanoke County mother seeks answers following son's suicide
By Amy Friedenberger October 10, 2016

Correction
An earlier version of this story had an incorrect statistic. About 90 percent of people who attempt suicide and
survive don’t end up killing themselves later, said Cathy Barber, director of the Harvard Injury Control Research
Center’s Means Matter campaign. Another sentence was unclear: While people who commit suicide may have been
suffering for a long time, they usually haven’t been planning the suicide attempt far in advance — it’s usually a
more impulsive act, Barber said.

Susan Cloeter will never forget the exact time she awoke.

It was 7:18 a.m. April 26.

Her ringing phone roused her. It was her husband, John.

“Have you heard from Drew this morning?” he asked.

Their son was always punctual. He rose before the sun to exercise, then he went to work at his father’s business. It
was unlike him to fail to show for his job.

“I’m going to go over to his house and see what’s going on,” her husband told her.

When John Cloeter arrived, police cars were parked outside the house.

A friend of Drew’s had gone to see him that morning after he sent her distraught text messages the night before.

She found him dead. He’d shot himself.

“I’ve always said I can’t imagine losing a child,” Susan Cloeter said. “I’m a strong person, I think. I think I can
survive anything, but I didn’t think I could survive losing a child.”

Cloeter hates feeling like she’s lost control of her surroundings. After another of her sons was born with Down
syndrome and she couldn’t find local resources, she and her husband created the Down Syndrome Association of
Roanoke in 1990.

After the loss of Drew, 25, Cloeter began scouring the internet for answers. Was there anything she could have
done? Why were so many people killing themselves with guns?

“When Drew died, I was in shock, and there was nothing I could do,” she said. “I felt so helpless.”

She encountered a dearth of research about suicides and firearms, a problem public health and policy experts say
poses a challenge in creating evidence-based prevention efforts and responses.

Researchers cite promising educational and policy approaches that perhaps might curb the number of suicides.

“If we want to save lives with an evidence approach, we need to ascertain the research,” said Richard Bonnie,



director of the Institute of Law, Psychiatry and Public Policy at the University of Virginia. “But there is encouraging
work going on.”

In 2014, 42,773 people in the United States killed themselves, nearly half using a gun, according to the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention.

Suicides account for two-thirds of all gun deaths. The victim typically is a middle-aged white man. While an
overdose is the most common way to attempt suicide, guns account for the most deaths.

‘He had a gun’

Drew grew up in Roanoke County, graduated from Hidden Valley High School and attended Virginia Military
Institute for three years before transferring to Radford University to complete a degree in accounting.

He was a sniper and scout for the Army National Guard, but he never was deployed. He played for the Roanoke
rugby team and was a volunteer firefighter with the Cave Spring Volunteer Fire Department.

At the end of last year, Drew and his girlfriend broke up, his mother said. As the months wore on, he started to
regret the split. He stopped playing rugby. He stopped going to the fire department.

A few days before he died, he bought a house. But that exciting time in Drew’s life quickly turned on him.

He realized there was a problem with the flooring, and he would have to replace the heating and air conditioning
system, requiring him to pump another $10,000 into the house.

Still reeling from his decision to break up with his girlfriend, he now was feeling regrets about buying the house, his
mother said.

So he sat alone one night in his new, barely furnished house. His mother said she believes he was drinking — police
reported that open alcohol was found inside, but there were no tests done at the medical examiner’s office to know
for sure.

“And I guess everything just started looking worse than it actually was,” Cloeter said. “And he had a gun.”

A gun increases the risk of suicide for everyone in a home, said Cathy Barber, director of the Harvard Injury Control
Research Center’s Means Matter campaign, a suicide prevention effort focused on the ways people attempt to take
their own lives.

Men choose to use guns in 16 percent of their suicide attempts, leading to 55 percent of fatalities.

Women attempt suicide 50 percent more often than men, but because they often opt for pills or poisons, they die
from it a third as often.

Drew had attention-deficit (hyperactivity) disorder but didn’t have diagnosed mental health issues that his mother
knew of.

A popular suicide myth goes that the person has been planning the suicide attempt for a long time, Barber said. But
research suggests it’s often an impulsive act. A study shows that nearly half of suicide survivors reported that they
decided to take their own lives in less than 20 minutes.

With other methods, there might be time to reconsider, be rescued or halt the attempt.

About 90 percent of people who attempt suicide and survive don’t end up killing themselves later, Barber said.

“Gun owners are no more likely to attempt or think about suicide,” Barber said. “But they are more likely to die if
they attempt suicide, because their attempts are more likely to work.”



Preventing suicides

Cloeter, the chairwoman of the Roanoke County Democratic Committee, said she doesn’t like guns. She knew Drew
owned firearms and that he had a concealed-carry permit, but she didn’t know the type or number of weapons he
owned.

In her attempt to understand suicides and firearms, she learned more about a provision in a 1996 federal spending
bill that forbids the Centers for Disease Control from using taxpayer money to “advocate or promote gun control.”

Guns are a politically divisive issue, and some researchers acknowledge the lack of federal funding puts them in the
position of finding money in the private sector for studies.

“There are so many unknowns,” Cloeter said. “And that’s what’s driving me crazy — that we can’t get any answers,
and that there’s something so silly like a law that says I can’t have any answers.”

One project that the Means Matter Campaign at Harvard has been involved with is the Gun Shop Project, which
started in New Hampshire and has spread to several other states. The project provides educational materials to gun
sellers and firing ranges about signs of someone who might be suicidal.

The materials promote safe storage of guns at home and encourage gun owners to look out for peers in emotional
crisis, going as far as offering to watch over firearms for a fellow owner appearing to have suicidal thoughts.

“This is something practical that can be done today,” Barber said.

In 1999, Connecticut passed a law that authorizes police to temporarily remove guns from people when there is
probable cause to believe they pose a significant risk of harm to others or themselves. After a period of time, the
owners can have their guns returned and buy firearms again.

The move was intended to complement background checks because those intending to harm themselves or others
might not otherwise be disqualified to possess a gun, said UVa’s Bonnie.

“Focusing on people with mental illness as if that will solve the gun violence problem is a fundamental mistake,”
said Bonnie, who has studied gun removal laws. “We need to be thinking about focusing on risk, based on people’s
behavior, and not just on diagnoses.”

Bonnie co-authored a recent research paper analyzing how effective the law has been in Connecticut. In most cases,
police removed guns based on a suicide threat.

While a small number of people ultimately committed suicide after their guns were removed, most did not. Bonnie
said the law is promising in preventing more suicides.  [PVC:  Conversely, who's to say those people would have
actually committed suicide anyhow?]

Cloeter said she believes her son’s death can have meaning if it helps save the lives of others. The family discussed
whether to be open about how Drew died. Ultimately, his sisters wrote in his obituary that he “took his own life.”

“This sort of inexplicably horrible tragedy can happen to anyone, so his family asks that everyone take time to be
kind to and love one another a little extra right now,” they wrote. “Depression can quickly spiral out of control from
something manageable to something that makes unimaginable things seem like good ideas. It is a serious affliction
that no one can or should live or cope with on their own. Please don’t keep it to yourself.”

Cloeter doesn’t yet have plans for how she might educate the community about guns and suicides. Sharing Drew’s
story is a start.

“I really feel like I don’t have the right to speak for Drew,” she said. “But maybe he can help people. Drew liked to
help people.”



**************************************************
11. [KS] Gun-control supporter steals concealed carrier's gun, shoots him
**************************************************

This is why gun-controllers don't like guns - they don't trust themselves to not hurt someone else with one.  In this
case, one of them acted out on that fear.

A reminder:  If you are going to carry concealed, don't do it half way.  Make sure the gun is not "printing" or visible
from any angle.

If you are going to open carry, consider having a retention holster.

A gun owner having their gun snatched away by a criminal is EXTREMELY rare, but why take a chance?

Thanks to member Bill Albritton for sharing this:

http://tinyurl.com/j6ejdso

or

http://bearingarms.com/bob-o/2016/10/17/gun-control-supporter-steals-concealed-carriers-gun-shoots/

"Gun control supporter steals concealed carrier's gun, shoots him."
by Bob Owens October 17th, 2016

An apparent gun control supporter was enraged to see a (poorly) concealed handgun on another man one afternoon
last week in Overland Park, Kansas, and apparently lost his sanity.

  A 59-year-old Overland Park man was charged Thursday with shooting another man in the leg after taking a gun
away from the victim.

  Ricky Paul Smith was charged in Johnson County District Court with aggravated battery. He also was charged with
aggravated assault after allegedly pointing the gun at another man.

  Overland Park police said the incident occurred about 5:30 p m. Wednesday near 80th Street and Overland Park
Drive.

  Police said Smith was allegedly upset about another man carrying a concealed weapon. He took the gun away from
the man, pointed it at him and another man, and shot the victim in the leg, according to the allegations.

Mr. Smith is very luck that he’s not facing additional charges for robbery and attempted murder.

Both open and concealed carry of handguns are legal in Kansas, and there is no suggestion that the victim in this
incident did anything suggesting that he was acting in a threatening manner. He appears to have simply done a poor
job of concealing his handgun.

Mr. Smith then seized the handgun, and pointed it at both the victim and another man. He shot the victim under
circumstances that appear to be unclear.

This was not an incident of a man attempting to steal a handgun.

This was an incident where a gun control supporter was so outraged at the mere sight of a handgun that he attacked a
law-abiding citizen, robbed him of his weapon, and then shot him with it.



There are a number of takeaways from this story.

“Concealed” weapons aren’t always concealed

I play a game when I go out in public called “who’s carrying?” It’s nothing more or less than a test of my
observational skills. I routinely spot people who think they are carrying concealed weapons, but who do such a poor
job of it that I can not only often spot a bulge suggesting a weapon, but the specific make and model of handgun.

In my experience, poor concealment is typically a combination of  a poor choice of apparel, a poor choice of holster,
and poor holster position (which typically leaves a gun where it can easily be snatched). I’ve noticed that this trifecta
of mistakes tend to run together, and that a person who does all three is also typically oblivious to those around
them. It’s something of a perfect storm of incompetence.

Not all concealed carry positions are created equal

Most of the concealed handguns I’ve “made” in public were those carried behind the hip to the small-of-the-back
(SOB) location, with SOB carry being particularly easy to spot and physically difficult to protect and retain. I’ve
spotted appendix carriers least often, as they tend to print less. Appendix carry is also by far the easily position to
defend against a snatch attempt as you have both hands in a strong position to defend against an attack from the
front.

I find it telling that I know of no well-educated defensive firearm instructor who carries at the SOB location. Almost
all carry either just behind the hip or in an appendix carry position.

I strongly suspect that the victim in this incident:

  made a poor choice of apparel (the gun was not concealed)
  made a poor choice of holster and carry position
  had poor awareness of his surroundings

Gun control zealots are often dangerously irrational

Any regular reader of Bearing Arms is well aware of the borderline insanity displayed by the many rabid gun
control supporters. They are often aggressive to the point of making threats of violence (a particular problem for the
Coalition to to Stop Gun Violence, or CSGV), and don’t often seem to be governed by rational thought.

That was clearly the case here in Overland Park, where Ricky Paul Smith was so outraged over the presence of a
gun that he felt compelled to steal it, shoot the gun owner, and threaten another man.

Time in prison will hopefully give Mr. Smith time to think about his actions, but it is doubtful that it will tamper his
any-gun insanity.

**************************************************
12. Americans fear gun control, Obamacare, tornadoes more than mass shootings
**************************************************

Thanks to member Walter Jackson for sharing this:

http://tinyurl.com/hjmv45p

or

http://www.breitbart.com/2nd-amendment/2016/10/12/gun-control-obamacare-tornadoes/



"Americans fear gun control, Obamacare, tornadooes more than mass shootings"
by AWR Hawkins October 12th, 2016

A poll from Chapman University shows that Americans fear gun control, Obamacare, and tornadoes more than mass
shootings.

In fact, the poll shows that Americans are more fearful of reptiles and extinction than gun crime.

The poll–released October 11–shows that “corrupt government officials” are Americans’ greatest fear. That is
followed by a “terror attack, not having enough money for the future, and terrorism.” Fifth on the list of things that
scare Americans most are “government restrictions on firearms and ammunition.” And you have to go a long way
down the list–yes, past Obamacare, reptiles, tornadoes, and the threat of extinction–before you get to fear of a mass
shooting or other crimes committed with a gun.

Here are some of the other things people fear more than mass shootings:

  People I love dying
  Economic/financial collapse
  Identity theft
  People I love becoming seriously ill
  Biological warfare
  Government tracking of personal data
  High medical bills
  The US will be involved in another world war
  Global warming and climate change
  Nuclear weapons attack
  Cyber-terrorism
  Being hit by a drunk driver
  Pollution of oceans, rivers and lakes
  Pandemic or major epidemic
  Corporate tracking of personal information
  Pollution of drinking water

After pollution, Americans fear “break-ins”–and although break-ins do not require a gun, they represent the first
thing on the list that could involve one. Following break-ins, Americans fear ”widespread civil unrest” and “nuclear
accident/meltdown.” And then, finally, a “random/mass shooting.”

Think about it–“Corrupt government officials” are Americans’ number one fear, gun control is number five,  and
way down on the list–at number 30–is fear of a mass shooting. Such a list is encouraging, because it indicates that
Americans have yet to buy into the left’s relentless talk about how unsafe America is and how desperately
Americans need government to come save them.
       

**************************************************
13. Alec Baldwin, Michael Douglas line up to support 'anti-NRA' film
**************************************************

(However, Stephen Baldwin is having nothing to do with it.)

Thanks to member Walter Jackson for sharing this:

http://tinyurl.com/z95gv93

or

http://www.breitbart.com/big-hollywood/2016/10/19/alec-baldwin-michael-douglas-tim-kaine-line-support-gun-



control-film/

"Alec Baldwin, Michael Douglas line up to support 'anti-NRA' film"
by AWR Hawkings October 19th, 2016

Actors Alec Baldwin and Michael Douglas are joining forces with Democratic vice presidential candidate Tim
Kaine to support the anti-NRA film, Making a Killing: Guns, Greed, and the NRA.

The film — hailed as an “Oscar contender” by online Hollywood trade outlet Deadline — also has the backing of
California Lt. Governor Gavin Newsom (D), an ardent gun control proponent.

Baldwin, Douglas, and Newsom lent their support to Making a Killing via video appearances promoting the film,
while Kaine offered a “promotional quote.” Kaine’s quote gets to the crux of the film’s contention; namely, that the
NRA and gun companies oppose more gun control because they do not want to lose “power” or money.

Kaine said:

  Making a Killing shines a light on the inordinate power that gun manufacturers and the NRA exert on our political
system and the countless tragedies that occur because of politicians’ unwillingness to stand up to that power. The
stories of the victims of firearm loopholes are instrumental in exposing what’s wrong with our gun laws. I hope my
colleagues in Congress will hear the voices in this film and find the courage to side with citizens over the gun lobby.

Douglas uses his video to suggest his family could be safer if the NRA would support more gun control. In so doing,
he wrongly claims “over 33,000 Americans were killed by guns [in 2013].” Hillary Clinton made this same claim in
April and has made it repeatedly in the months since, but Breitbart News has reported that the number of Americans
who died due to gun violence in 2013 was actually 11,208 — nearly 22,000 less than the figure cited by Douglas
and Clinton.

On April 11, Breitbart News reported:

  The U.S. averages around 30,000 firearm-related deaths a year. Of these, a very small number are accidental while
about a third of the 30,000 are actually related to “gun violence.” For example, the overall number of firearm-related
deaths in 2013 was approximately 32,888. Of these, the number of accidental deaths was 505 and the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention reported the number of deaths due to actual “gun violence” was 11,208. But when
Clinton repeats these numbers, she adds accidental deaths and homicides — which equals 11,713 — then adds the
21,175 firearm-related suicides, rounds the number off at “33,000,” and names “gun violence” as the cause for all
these things.

Yet Douglas parrots the gun control talking points, even going so far as to ask Americans to throw Making a Killing
screening parties in their homes:

Baldwin’s video is similar to the one featuring Douglas, in that it shows him parroting gun control talking points–
including the claim that “over 33,000 Americans were killed by guns in one year alone.” He also uses the phrase
“gun safety” instead of gun control — a linguistic shift gun control groups made after getting shellacked in the 2014
midterm elections. Baldwin also echoes Douglas’ claim that his family would be safer if the NRA quit blocking the
passage of more gun laws:

Baldwin, Douglas, and Kaine never bring up the fact that Paris, France has every gun control measure that
Democrats are pushing at the federal level in the U.S., yet they also saw 12 people gunned down at the offices of
satirical cartoon Charlie Hebdo on January 7, 2015, and saw another 130 gunned down in a firearm-based terror
attack on November 13.

The celebrities also fail to mention that Washington state, California, and Colorado all have the comprehensive
background checks that gun control proponents seek under the guise of making Americans safer. However, such
checks did nothing to stop the September 23 mass shooting in Burlington, Washington, the December 2, 2015,
firearm-based terror attack in San Bernardino, California, and the November 27, 2015, Planned Parenthood attack in



Colorado Springs, Colorado.

The laws in Paris, Burlington, San Bernardino, and Colorado Springs failed because gun control is not the same
thing as “gun safety.” Rather, it represents a heightened degree of restriction on the behavior of law-abiding citizens
and that does nothing to prevent criminals from committing crime or terrorists from carrying out terror. And that is
why the NRA opposes passing more gun laws.

**************************************************
14. Clinton campaign discards shootings that do not further gun control agenda
**************************************************

The politicization of murder by the leadership of the Democrat Party in order to further gun control.  Not a warm
heart to be found.

http://tinyurl.com/jdkfnyw

or

http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2016/10/12/wikileaks-clinton-campaign-discards-shootings-do-not-
further-gun-control-agenda/

WikiLeaks: Clinton Campaign Discards Shootings That Do Not Further Gun Control Agenda
by AWR Hawkins October 12, 2016

An email contained in WikiLeaks’ ongoing releases from John Podesta’s email account shows Hillary Clinton’s
campaign staff discarding shootings that fail to further the gun control agenda.

Case in point is the shooting death of black teen Jordan Davis, who was killed by a white adult male.

In an email exchange dated January 14, 2016, Clinton campaign staffers are trying to figure out which shootings to
highlight in a gun control essay intended to appeal to mothers. The essay, written by Marie Claire, was in draft form
at the time emails were being exchanged, and Clinton had been asked to contribute to it. As a result, staffers were
trying to decide whether to include Davis’ shooting death or discard it.

Campaign director of engagement, De’Ara Balenger, reviewed the draft, then emailed:

        This is great. My edits are attached. The only flag here is that Jordan Davis was killed by a white man, so
arguably – this crime was racially motivated, which takes this outside the discussion of gun violence. Was there
another mother in the Chicago meeting where the shooting was NOT racially motivated? If yes, we should use that
story instead of Jordan Davis.

Staffer Corey Ciorciari replied, “You know where I stand on this. It can be racially motivated and gun violence
should still very much be part of the discussion. Even more so here given that Jordan’s mom is one of the leading
gun violence prevention proponents in the country.”

In the end, the story of Jordan Davis being shot and killed did not make the final cut for Hillary Clinton’s
contribution to the essay. Instead, Clinton wrote a plea to domestic abuse victims and moms in general, tossing in a
mention of firearm-related child deaths, as well:

        Maybe someone you love has been affected by domestic violence, and you care about keeping guns away from
abusers. Maybe you love hunting but think felons shouldn’t be able to buy handguns. Maybe you’re a mom who
wants guns nowhere near your kids. Maybe you have a gun in your home for protection and went through a
background check to get it and think there’s absolutely nothing wrong with other people having to do the same. Or
maybe you’re just deeply concerned about a political system that can’t get the most basic law passed, even as
thousands of children die.



        Whatever your reason, I hope you’ll join me in insisting that ending gun violence is a priority in this election.

It should be noted that Clinton’s suggestion that “thousands of children die” from guns is not accurate. The left
justifies such phraseology by counting teens under the age of 18 as children. This allows them to use teens who are
prime age for gang activity–ages 15 to 17–as examples of children who have been killed with guns.

Either way, Jordan Davis’ death did not make the final cut for Clinton’s essay.

**************************************************
15. PR firm seeks clarification on Hillary's support of 25% gun tax
**************************************************

Thanks to member Walter Jackson for sharing this:

http://tinyurl.com/hfql6rb

or

http://www.breitbart.com/2nd-amendment/2016/10/11/wikileaks-release-pr-firm-seeks-clarification-hillarys-
support-gun-tax/

Wikileaks: PR Firm Seeks Clarification on Hillary’s Support of 25% Gun Tax
by AWR Hawkins October 11, 2016

One of the emails contained in the October 7 Wikileaks email release shows Grunwald Communications asking
Hillary Clinton’s press secretary about the candidate’s support for “a 25 percent tax on gun sales.”

The email is dated October 4, 2015 and was sent from Mandy Grunwald to Brian Fallon. In it, Grunwald asked
about Clinton’s reported vacillation on gun control in the 2008 campaign and also about the tax. She said, “I also
saw something about her supporting a 25% tax on gun sales back in 1993.”

ABC News reports that Clinton was “unequivocal” in her support for such a tax during her husband’s presidency.
On June 5, 2016, she told George Stephanopoulos her support for the tax was part of the nationalized healthcare
push. She said, “What I was saying back then was that we have a lot of public health costs that taxpayers end up
paying for through Medicaid, Medicare, through uncompensated care, because that was in the context of the push
for health care reform and that we needed some way to try to defray those costs.”

But Clinton’s comments to Stephanopoulos were as rooted in the present as they were in the past. For example, she
referenced meeting with San Bernardino terror attack survivors, then said:

When you have mass shootings, you not only have the terrible deaths, you have people who are injured. What they
talked to me about was, where do they get the financial support to deal with both the physical and the emotional
trauma. You know, is it a workman’s comp support, which is one of the arguments? Is it private insurance, Is it
because they work for the county, something the county should pay for?

It must be noted that Clinton’s 25 percent tax on gun sales would make poorer people less safe by pricing them out
of the ability to be armed for self-defense. After all, a 25 percent tax on a $400 gun is $100–and that would be in
addition to other taxes that are due at the state level.

This is perfect example of the fallacy that gun controllers peddle when they present new gun laws as something that
will make people less vulnerable. In truth, gun control only puts the vulnerable in a worse position. Clinton’s gun
tax would do this by simply making guns too expensive for many law-abiding, low income residents to afford.



**************************************************
16. Gun-control fanatic robbed at gunpoint now has heavily armed security
**************************************************

Instant Karma for another hypocrite.

http://tinyurl.com/j3op7ve

or

http://eaglerising.com/37446/irony-gun-control-fanatic-kim-kardashian-robbed-at-gunpoint-now-she-has-heavily-
armed-security/

Irony: Gun Control Fanatic Kim Kardashian Robbed at Gunpoint…Now She Has Heavily Armed Security
by Philip Hodges October, 2016

Gun control advocates are only for restricting other people’s right to own firearms. When it comes to their own
safety and security, they’re not going to risk it. They’re going to either surround themselves with armed security, or
arm themselves. And they’ll do it while they preach about the necessity of stringent gun control laws.

Kim Kardashian got robbed while she was in Paris, France. Apparently the thieves stole millions of dollars worth of
her jewelry, including a ring that was reportedly worth $4 million.

The thieves held a bound and gagged Kardashian at gunpoint while they stole her valuables.

Even though Kardashian is a staunch gun control proponent, she decided not to risk losing her life anymore. She met
with ex-CIA agents, former Israeli Army special forces members, and ex-Secret Service agents after her robbery.
She now surrounds herself with several armed guards. From Breitbart:

On June 12, the day an attacker shot and killed 49 people at the Pulse nightclub in Orlando, Kardashian suggested
the US needs stronger laws to keep guns out of the hands of terrorists.  She tweeted: “Under current federal law
people on terror watch lists can legally buy guns – this is called the Terror Gap.” But Kardashian apparently missed
the fact that the Orlando attacker was not on a terror watch list; therefore, including the terror watch list in
background checks would not have hindered, much less prevented, the Orlando attack.

As recently as August 5, 2016, Kardashian and her sisters Kourtney and Khloe met with family members of gun
violence victims at an event organized by the Michael Bloomberg-funded Moms Demand Action and Everytown for
Gun Safety. Two months later, Kardashian was robbed at gunpoint while in Paris, a city with gun control that
exceeds the laws Kardashian has advocated for in the United States.

The laws that Kim Kardashian is allegedly in favor of did not stop the terrorist attacks that have taken place in the
U.S. and in France. Twelve people were murdered at the Charlie Hebdo office in January of last year. Over 130
people were murdered in Paris in November of last year. Both of those terrorist attacks involved the use of firearms,
in spite of the fact that France has far stricter gun laws than the U.S.

I think this is a case where Kim Kardashian – like Hillary Clinton – has a “private” position and a “public” position.

The views expressed in this opinion article are solely those of their author and are not necessarily either shared or
endorsed by EagleRising.com
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From: Donald J. Trump
To:
Subject: FW: Tomorrow"s debate
Date: Sunday, October 9, 2016 2:12:32 PM

Please find a special message from one of our advertisers, Trump Make America Great Again Committee.

 
Friend,

Eric gave me the first set of names of supporters, but your name wasn’t
on the list.
 
I hope you’ll make a contribution before I take the stage tonight.
 
I promise to fight for you. And I promise to make you proud.
 
You can use this link to make a contribution before the debate:
https://donate.donaldjtrump.com/second-debate-good-luck-list/

Thank you,

Donald J. Trump
 

GET ON THE LIST

 

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Eric Trump
Subject: Tomorrow's debate
To: 
 

Friend,

Tomorrow night’s debate is the biggest of our entire election.
 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



My father has been preparing for this night as if the entire election depends
upon it.
 
And before he takes the stage to face Hillary Clinton, I’ll be giving him a list
of supporters who made a contribution just before the big debate.
 
It will boost his morale and strengthen his resolve as he takes the stage to fight
for you -- and the American people.
 
Please contribute $100, $65, $50, $35, $20, $15, or $10 to get your name on
the list I give my father right before the debate.
 
Last time, he even posted the first 150 names of supporters who made a
contribution in honor of our great movement.
 
Take my word for it, he is truly humbled by the contributions so many men
and women have sacrificed in order to Make America Great Again!
 
Patriots have stepped up to give $5, $10, $35, sometimes even $100, and it’s
added up to tens of millions of dollars.
 
Now I hope to humble him again tomorrow night by showing him another list
of supporters who made a contribution in honor of our movement before the
debate.
 
Please contribute $100, $65, $50, $35, $20, $15, or $10 to get your name on
the list I give my father right before the debate.
 
Thanks,
 
Eric Trump
 

GET ON THE LIST

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Contributions to the Trump Make America Great Again Committee are not deductible for federal income tax purposes

Paid for by Trump Make America Great Again Committee, a joint fundraising

committee authorized by and composed of Donald J  Trump for President, Inc  and the

Republican National Committee

This message was intended for: 
You were added to the system August 26, 2016.

Unsubscribe
To Unsubscribe by email, please reply to this message with "Unsubscribe" as the Subject Line.

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



For more information click here. Update your preferences | Privacy Policy



From: Donald J. Trump
To:
Subject: FW: Tomorrow"s debate
Date: Sunday, October 9, 2016 2:52:02 PM

Please find a special message from one of our advertisers, Trump Make America Great Again Committee.

 
Friend,

Eric gave me the first set of names of supporters, but your name wasn’t
on the list.
 
I hope you’ll make a contribution before I take the stage tonight.
 
I promise to fight for you. And I promise to make you proud.
 
You can use this link to make a contribution before the debate:
https://donate.donaldjtrump.com/second-debate-good-luck-list/

Thank you,

Donald J. Trump
 

GET ON THE LIST

 

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Eric Trump
Subject: Tomorrow's debate
To: 
 

Friend,

Tomorrow night’s debate is the biggest of our entire election.
 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



My father has been preparing for this night as if the entire election depends
upon it.
 
And before he takes the stage to face Hillary Clinton, I’ll be giving him a list
of supporters who made a contribution just before the big debate.
 
It will boost his morale and strengthen his resolve as he takes the stage to fight
for you -- and the American people.
 
Please contribute $100, $65, $50, $35, $20, $15, or $10 to get your name on
the list I give my father right before the debate.
 
Last time, he even posted the first 150 names of supporters who made a
contribution in honor of our great movement.
 
Take my word for it, he is truly humbled by the contributions so many men
and women have sacrificed in order to Make America Great Again!
 
Patriots have stepped up to give $5, $10, $35, sometimes even $100, and it’s
added up to tens of millions of dollars.
 
Now I hope to humble him again tomorrow night by showing him another list
of supporters who made a contribution in honor of our movement before the
debate.
 
Please contribute $100, $65, $50, $35, $20, $15, or $10 to get your name on
the list I give my father right before the debate.
 
Thanks,
 
Eric Trump
 

GET ON THE LIST

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Contributions to the Trump Make America Great Again Committee are not deductible for federal income tax purposes

Paid for by Trump Make America Great Again Committee, a joint fundraising

committee authorized by and composed of Donald J  Trump for President, Inc  and the

Republican National Committee

This message was intended for: 
You were added to the system August 27, 2016.

Unsubscribe
To Unsubscribe by email, please reply to this message with "Unsubscribe" as the Subject Line.

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)



For more information click here. Update your preferences | Privacy Policy



From: t
To:
Subject: ll be a focus of tonight’s presidential debate
Date: Wednesday, October 19, 2016 9:40:31 AM

 
If you're having trouble reading this, click here.

The Daily 202

  Share on Twitter   Share on Facebook

The Supreme Court will be a focus of tonight’s

 

(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)





With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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(b) (6), (b) (7)(C)





With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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With Breanne Deppisch

THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.



A student standing in for Hillary is captured on the large monitor during a rehearsal
for the debate last night at UNLV. (David Goldman/AP)

-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.



Trump speaks in Grand Junction, Colorado. (George Frey/Getty) 

-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…





of a Benghazi victim who has accused Clinton of “murdering”
her son. It is unclear whether the campaign will reveal more surprise

guests today. Clinton is bringing billionaires Mark Cuban and Meg

Whitman in an effort to rattle Trump over his wealth. (Jose DelReal)

-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)



Chris Wallace moderated the first Republican primary debate in Aug. 2015 in
Cleveland. (Aaron Josefczyk/Reuters)

-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”

Welcome to the Daily 202, PowerPost's morning newsletter.
With contributions from Elise Viebeck (@eliseviebeck).

Sign up to receive the newsletter.

WHILE YOU WERE SLEEPING:



President Obama greets Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi at the White House.
(EPA/Michael Reynolds)

-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
Grant/AP)

-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
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THE BIG IDEA: The Supreme Court is one of six main topics that
will be covered during tonight’s final debate at the University of
Nevada in Las Vegas. The late Antonin Scalia’s seat continues to sit

empty. An evenly-divided court has begun its new term under a cloud

of uncertainty. Assuming Hillary Clinton wins, it remains unclear

whether Republicans will try to confirm Merrick Garland during the

lame-duck session to prevent her from putting up someone who is

younger and more liberal next year.

The debate took on new significance this week when John
McCain boasted during a radio interview that Republicans would
automatically oppose whomever Clinton nominates. “I promise

you that we will be united against any Supreme Court nominee that

Hillary Clinton, if she were president, would put up,” the Arizona

senator said. “I promise you!”

Attacked by his Democratic challenger, McCain’s spokeswoman

released a statement walking back his comment. The senator will

“thoroughly examine the record of any Supreme Court nominee put



before the Senate,” she said. McCain then awkwardly avoided a local

TV reporter who tried to follow up.

Republicans, who have struggled to convince voters that they
are capable of governing, talked a big game in years past about
the need to be more than just “the party of no.” That messaging
is gone now. The prospect of four more years in the wilderness
suggests that they will move back toward unapologetic
obstruction.

Right now, however, they are in damage control mode. Judiciary
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley, who is up for reelection in
Iowa, promised yesterday to not automatically “stonewall” any
Clinton pick. “If that new president happens to be Hillary, we can’t

just simply stonewall,” Grassley said on a conference call with local

press.

This is a very delicate balancing act. Vulnerable Republican

incumbents are trying to convince people who are reluctantly voting

for Clinton to support them by promising that they’ll be a check and

balance on the excesses of the Clinton presidency. One man’s
“check and balance,” however, is another man’s “obstruction.”
Regardless of how you play it, the bottom line is that
Republicans are trying to save their majority by promising more
gridlock.

If Republicans hold the Senate, Mitch McConnell will control the floor

schedule and Grassley will continue to have the Judiciary gavel. So

they technically could do exactly what they have for the past nine

months with Garland.



Democrats are now favored to win the Senate majority. Even if
they run the table, however, they’ll only control around 53 seats.
That is nowhere near filibuster proof. The question then becomes:

Which Republicans would cross over to vote for a President Clinton’s

SCOTUS picks? Could a Majority Leader Chuck Schumer cobble

together 60 votes? Or does he invoke the nuclear option and change

the rules to allow Supreme Court nominees to be confirmed by a

simple majority? Going nuclear will probably be the easier course,
both politically and procedurally, especially because the

Republican blockade of Garland has cost GOP leaders much of their

moral standing to oppose such a gambit.

Contrary to the will of the brilliant men who devised the
Constitution, the Senate is increasingly becoming a majoritarian
institution. Conservatives, who in principle should be alarmed
by this trend, have shortsightedly accelerated it.
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-- There are two very important SCOTUS questions that the
candidates have avoided giving direct answers to:

Will Clinton re-nominate Garland? Watch for her to once again

dodge on this. She’s called him “extremely well qualified,” and she’s

relying heavily on Barack Obama to get her across the finish line in

November. The president sees getting Garland through during the

lame-duck as a top priority and a legacy achievement, but Clinton

privately wants to pick someone who is younger and more liberal than



the 63-year-old moderate.

Will Trump commit to nominating only people who are on his list
of 21 potential picks? Aides have said the list is definitive, but the

reality TV star has suggested during interviews that he might go

another direction. And he has a very long history of not being true to

his word. A few of the people Trump floated have chastised him. Utah

Sen. Mike Lee, on the second installment of Trump’s list,

subsequently called on the GOP nominee to drop out. And,

amusingly, federal appellate court Judge Diane Sykes (who was in

the first batch of names released by Trump) ruled earlier this month

against Mike Pence. She said the Indiana governor cannot interfere

with the distribution of federal funds to resettle Syrian refugees in his

state.
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-- For many conservative intellectuals, stopping Clinton from
appointing Scalia’s replacement is no longer a good enough
reason to support Trump. Among the Republican politicians who

have capitulated, such as Ted Cruz, holding the Scalia seat is a

favorite talking point to justify supporting someone who they privately

see as dangerously authoritarian. But 29 top conservative legal

scholars have signed onto a letter arguing that it is not enough. The

“Originalists against Trump” do not believe Trump would protect the

Constitution. And they do not trust him to actually pick from his list of



21. “More importantly, we do not trust him to respect constitutional

limits in the rest of his conduct in office, of which judicial nominations

are only one part,” they write. The group understands that the

alternative is Clinton. “Yet our country’s commitment to its

Constitution is not so fragile that it can be undone by a single

administration or a single court,” they conclude. (Read the full letter

here.)

Our Robert Barnes notes that the signatories include a Northwestern

law professor who was one of the founders of the Federalist Society,

Steven G. Calabresi; Post columnist George F. Will; and a well-

regarded conservative law professor at New York University and the

University of Chicago, Richard Epstein. “The effort was organized
by Duke University law professor Stephen E. Sachs and
University of Chicago law professor William Baude, a pair of
former clerks to Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr.”

Something to ponder: Will Roberts vote for Trump? He obviously

wants to regain his working majority, but he also hails from Indiana –

just like Gonzalo Curiel, the federal judge whom Trump leveled

repeated, racially-loaded attacks against. We’ll never know…
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-- Clinton spent much of this week off the trail preparing for their
final showdown, a strategy which Trump mocked at a Colorado
rally. He told supporters she was actually at home resting instead.

"You know what the debate prep is? It's resting. It's lying down, going

to sleep," he said. (Jenna Johnson)

-- The Clinton campaign has requested that Bill and
Melania do not shake hands before tonight's debate. Last

time, Trump planned to parade three women who accused Clinton of

sexual assault into the family seating area and force the former

president to shake their hands as he crossed the room. (Jeremy

Peters and Maggie Haberman, The New York Times)
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-- “Chris Wallace’s Debate Role Is a Bright Spot in a Dark Year
for Fox,” by the New York Times’s Michael Grynbaum: Chris is

the first Fox journalist to take charge of a general election face-off. “It

would be the most consequential night of Fox News’s year — if the

network had not just endured the most traumatic period in its two-

decade history. [For] the team of Fox anchors and producers (in

Vegas) this week, Mr. Wallace’s star turn is a welcome source of

pride. And, maybe, some relief. The selection of Mr. Wallace, a

veteran broadcaster with a reputation for tough, mischief-making



questions, was particularly bolstering for Fox’s news division, which

has viewed itself as an unfairly maligned alternative to the network’s

stable of conservative commentators like Mr. Hannity and Bill

O’Reilly.”

-- Politico’s Glenn Thrush preemptively declares that “Clinton
will be on the defensive”: “Trump’s fitness to lead has, rightly, been

the major focus of his conventionally lousy first debate and the

national disgrace of his second one. But here’s some good news for

him! Trump has done such a masterful job of handing Clinton the

election that the inevitable focus now is on her! America wants,

demands, that final kick-the-tires test, as Barack Obama said of the

process – and significant questions remain about her honesty,

integrity, judgment and trustworthiness. … Beatings, like bossa

novas, have a predictable rhythm. Trump’s beating (however
deserved or self-inflicted) has gone on for too long in terms of
the cyclical attention span of modern media, and it’s simply
Hillary’s turn."

-- Trump’s odds of turning around his campaign tonight are
steep, the Boston Globe’s Matt Viser posits: “Clinton arrives in Las

Vegas for the final debate like a poker player holding a full house,

confident and careful. Trump is furiously raising his bet, acting as if

he’s holding a hot hand, when polls say all he’s got is a pair of jacks.”

-- Republicans are praying that Trump does not once again take
Clinton's bait, per the Wall Street Journal’s Michael Bender and
Laura Meckler: “Democrats want Clinton to articulate a positive

vision for the country, rising above the allegations of sexual

misconduct and dishonesty that have permeated this election year. …



Republicans say Trump needs to focus on his popular anti-

establishment message and avoid placing any more attention on

controversies over his treatment of women or rifts with fellow

Republicans. ‘For once he needs to make this a race that’s not just

about him,’ said GOP consultant and former Romney adviser Kevin

Madden. ‘Clinton wants this race to be a referendum on Trump and

his lack of temperament, and every time she lays the bait he never

disappoints in taking it.’”
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-- President Obama hosted his final state dinner, honoring Italian
Prime Minister Matteo Renzi and his wife at a celebratory -- yet
nostalgic -- reception. “If there was a collective emotion that defined

the night it’d be a mix of joy and pain,” Helena Andrews-Dyer and

Emily Heil wrote. “Everyone involved in the Obamas’ last black tie

gala felt it. From guest chef Mario Batali, who said that knowing this

dinner is the last adds its own brand of pride and pressure, to the

president himself, who called the swanky swan song ‘a bittersweet

moment.’ Held in a tent on the South Lawn dripping with chandeliers



and dotted with mirrored tables to conjure up the Italian 'fresco'

technique, the evening featured a stroll through the first lady’s kitchen

garden … a four-course meal prepared by Batali and a performance

by Gwen Stefani … But despite the night’s obvious symbolism as a

denouement the dinner’s guests probably took the opening lines of

the president’s traditional toast to heart: 'In the immortal words of a
great Italian American, Yogi Berra, ‘It ain’t over ’till it’s over.''" 

The Obamas rewarded many of their most loyal staffers with seats at

the dinner. Among the 380 guests were the first lady's hair stylist,
makeup artist, and personal trainer...

FLOTUS wore a custom rose-gold chain-mail gown from Atelier

Versace. It was a slinky gown with an asymmetrical neckline that

slithered like liquid metal down her torso and around her hips. "It was

pure Hollywood glamour," writes Fashion Critic Robin Givhan.



The Ecuadorian national flag flies outside their embassy in London today. (Alastair
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-- Ecuador acknowledged that it “temporarily restricted” the
Internet access of WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange at its
United Kingdom embassy after WikiLeaks posted John
Podesta's emails. A foreign ministry statement said that while it

stands by its decision in 2012 to grant Assange asylum, it doesn’t

interfere in foreign elections. The ministry didn’t specify the extent of

the restrictions on Assange’s cyber access, saying only that the

limitations wouldn’t affect WikiLeaks’s ability to carry out its

journalistic activities. Do not forget: Assange is hiding out in the



embassy to avoid facing trial for alleged sexual assault. (Nick Miroff)

-- Marco Rubio urged Trump and the RNC to stop attacking
Clinton over hacked emails published by Wikileaks: "As our

intelligence agencies have said, these leaks are an effort by a foreign

government to interfere with our electoral process and I will not

indulge it,” Rubio told ABC News’s Jon Karl in an interview. “Further, I

want to warn my fellow Republicans who may want to capitalize

politically on these leaks: Today it is the Democrats. Tomorrow it

could be us."

-- Speaking of insecure email servers, Trump lives in a glass
house. From Mother Jones’ Joseph Cox: “A researcher has found

that a number of email servers linked to [Trump’s] hotel and others

businesses are running horribly out of date software which receive no

security patches, and are lacking other precautions for keeping

hackers out.” A number of mail servers for TrumpOrg.com, a domain

registered to The Trump Organization, are using end-of-life software,

including the operating system Windows Server 2003 and IIS 6.0.

“Running outdated software and operating systems for your publicly

facing email infrastructure is problematic, especially when you're a

high profile organisation,” said security architect Kevin Beaumont.

“During an election where cybersecurity is such a big issue, I was a

little amazed at what I saw.”
































